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JAKE PRESCOTT 15 YEARS 
JOHN BARKER IO YEARS 
JIM GREENFIELD 10 YEARS 
ANNA MENDELSON 10 YEARS 
HILARY CREEK IO YEARS 


A POLITICAL TRIAL 


Five people are in prison serving sentences of fifteen and 
ten years. All of them are political prisoners regardless 

of what the authorities might say. The search building up 

to the arrests was political, and once arrested defendants 
were held for long periods without bail on basically political 
grounds. The trial itself and the sentences were deeply 
political in their content and implications. 


THE INVESTIGATION 


From 1968 to 1971 there were 1,110 reported bombings. 
123 of these bombings were against property. 25 
'politically' motivated bombings were eventually chosen 
for the conspiracy charge against the eight. But little 
action appears to have been taken till the bombing of 
Robert Carr's home on Jan. 12th. 1971, the day of 
massive protest against the Industrial Relations Bill. 
The bombing was claimed by the Angry Brigade. This 
resulted in the setting up of a special bomb squad 
which proceeded to ride rough shod over political groups 
and suspects, e.g.interception of mail, telephone 
tapping and the searching of houses. Many people saw 
this as the police using an ideal opportunity to harass 
certain left wing groups and to supplement their files 
by more direct action such as confiscation of diaries, 
address books and political literature. A later and very 
blatant use of raids in this way was the swoop оп 
members of the International Socialists carried out 
after the Aldershot bombing. During this investigation 
attention was particularily concentrated on the new 
groups that had emerged during the late sixties, 
groups like the Claimants' Union, the Women's 
Liberation Movement, the Gay Liberation Front, 
and especially those members who lived іп 

olitical collectives. The militant activities of 
these groups suggested that although they were relatively 
small and isolated they could not be ignored by the State, 
Therefore it is not surprising that they would be 


the focus of police harassment. They also sprang from the 
student movement of the late sixties against which the 
Special Branch had already been mobilised. 

All the defendants had been active in one or more of 

these groups. 


CANDIDATES FOR THE OUTRAGE 


At the same time the Special Branch were coming under 
increasing pressure to make arrests, particularily for 
the Angry Brigade bombings. 


This pressure increased from the time of the Carr 
bombing when the 'Daily Mirror' was offering a 
£10,000 reward for information leading to the arrest 
and conviction ,"of those responsible for this outrage" 
to the mid-summer of 1971 when headlines like this 
were appearing. 


Get the Angry Brigade now, 
Maudling orders the Yard 
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Under this intensive pressure it began to appear that 
their method of work was to find the most likely suspects 


and then prepare a case against them. As Habershon 
(the man in charge of the bomb squad till June) said of 


Ian Purdie, "Не was one of a number of people whom 
we were considering as candidates for the outrage." 


It is important to note that no-one has in fact been 
convicted of actually carrying out any of the Angry 
Brigade bombings, although Jake Prescott and Jim 
Greenfield were charged with two of them each and 
Anna Mendleson charged with one, jointly with Jim 
Greenfield. 


PRESS COLLABORATION 


The press collaborated in this investigation with 
sensational headlines screaming for arrests and 
after arrests had been made equally sensational 
headlines 'convicting everybody before the trials had 
begun. 


When the trial actually did take place it was accompanied 
by almost total press silence until the end when 

again all the hoary old cliches were unveiled in 

an almost unparalleled orgy of fantasy and self- 
congratulation. This mood of whipped up public hysteria 
was sustained during the trial by the use of large 
numbers of armed police in court, the searching of 
individuals entering the court, and the limited 

access to the public gallery. 
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The general charge against all those arrested was 
"сопврігасу%о cause explosions’. In this country 


Conspiracy charges have traditionally been used 
against opponents of the State, from their earliest 
use against combinations of working men right up 
to the Peter Hain case where a conspiracy charge 
was again used to make unlawful an otherwise lawful 
action. The recent Industrial Relations Act makes 
the use of conspiracy charges against Trade 
Unionists a real possibility. 

The use of the charge of conspiracy also means 
that the usual laws of evidence do not apply. 
Usually no evidence can be given against any- 

one except direct evidence of what he himself, 

or his agent, has said written or done. Ina 
conspiracy charge so long as there is evidence, 
however tenuous, from which an agreement 

might be inferred the actions of anyone defendant 
are admissable against all the others. Even 
though the jury have not found that a conspiracy 
existed. Secondly the conspiracy charge allows 
large amounts of inferential evidence to be 
adduced against a defendant. This means that in 

a political case all the political views and 

actions of the defendant are admissable, апа, іп 
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effect, the prosecution can try people for their 
political views. The 'likely candidate! theory of 
the Special Branch is elevated to being the basis 
of the Crown's case. 


THE VERDICTS 


At the end of one hundred and eleven days and 
after the jury had been out for two and a half 
days (they stayed in a secret hotel with the 
obligatory armed guard) the jury returned 
majority verdicts of guilty on four defendants 
and unanimous verdicts of 'not guilty' on the 
other four. Majority verdicts were introduced 
іп 1968 ostensibly to prevent intimidation of the 
jury, but increasingly, as this case shows, to 
get convictions at all costs. This is all the more 
worrying in the context of increasing arguments 
for the abolition of the jury in certain cases 
and the actual abolition of jury trial in certain 
political cases in N.Ireland. 

The unsatisfactory nature of the verdicts was 
also demonstrated іп the acquittal of Stuart 


Christie on all possession charges, thus strongly 

im plying that the jury believed he had been planted with 
detonators by the same police officers that it is 

claimed planted Amhurst Rd. Stuart Christie is now 
considering suing the police for malicious prosecution. 
although such cases are notoriously difficult to prove. 
Remarkable too was the jury's plea for clemency for the 
four found guilty in the face of the State Prosecution's 
allegation that they were revolutionaries and, or, | 
anarchists ош to undermine society; а society with which 
the jury were continually asked to identify. 

During the trial Judge Justice James, in his efforts to 


preserve the democratic progess of the law had said, 
"Political trials are trials of people for their political 
views. We do not have them in this country.' 

However, when it came to sentencing James gave an 
explicit political reason for sending the four to prison. 
In a loaded passage he said, ''The conspiracy of which 
you have been convicted has as its object, the intention 
of disrupting and attacking the democratic society of 
this country’. 


THE SENTENCES b 


All sentences tend to express the values of the State. 
Whei these values are is revealed if one just compares 
the sentences which the Stoke Newington Five received 
with the sentences ziven to right wing groups апа 
indivivuals over roughly the same period. 

17th. June 1968. Mrs Francoise Jordan, member and 
former wife of the leader of the National Socialist 
movement was convicted of setting fire to synagogues 
between March lst. and Aug. lst. She was sentenced to 
eighteen months imprisonment. 

8th. June 1971 A man and a woman were convicted 

under the Malicious Damage Act of throwing three petrol 
bombs into a party of a hundred black people in 
Sunderland Rd, S.E.23. Twenty two black people 

were injured, some with second and third degree burns. 
The girl was sentenced to Borstal and the man to five 
years imprisonment. 

l4th. Dec. 1972 Two men pleaded guilty at Leeds Crown 
Court to conspiring to purchase firearms for a 
Protestant organisation. They were given six months 
each, the sentences being suspended for two years. 
Judge James, however, claimed that he was being 
particularily lenient in giving the four ten years, 
althoughthey had been acquitted of actually causing any 
explosions, just as Judge Melford- Stephenson had 
spoken of his leniency in giving Jake Prescott 

fifteen years. 

These widely differing sentences for similar offences seen 
to bear out Lord Justice Denning's claim that, "The 
punishment for grave crimes should adeqately reflect the 
revulsion felt by the great majority of citizens for them... 
The ultimate justification of any punishment is not that it 
is a deterrent, but that it is the emphatic denunciation 
by the community of a crime." 


THE CONTEXT OF THE TRIALS 


The trials of Prescott and Purdie and the Stoke Newington Eight 
tookplace at a time o1 deepening social crises, not just in 
Britain, accompanied by increasingly militant forms of 
struggle. A particular expression of this was the 
development in the late sixties of the student movement 
and the activities of predominantly young people in 
community and liberation groups. In this general 

atmosphere of the exploration of new forms of struggle 

it was likely tnat some people would turn to bombings, 
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the more so because of the widespread development of this 
type of activity on the continent and in the U.S.A. 

The reaction to this particular movement of young people 
and, more importantly, the increased development of 
working class struggle has been the campaign of 'Law 

and Order! which is now being actively waged by the 

Tory Government. This reaction has expressed itself 

in two ways. Firstly there has been the enactment of 

new class laws. The Industrial Relations Act has meant 
the banning of sympathy strikes, unoffical strikes 

and the blacking of goods. The legislation for the Freeze 
means again Trade Unionist are liable to fines and 
imprisonment. There is a current legal attempt to limit 
traditional rights to take part in effective picketing. The 
Immigration Acts are vicious pieces of racialist 
legislation designed to control and exclude black workers. 
In Northern Ireland the process can be seen at its clearest 
with the suspension of traditional legal rights like trial by 
jury and the introduction of internment. 

Secondly the Tories are making increasing use of existing 
legislation against political militants. Some of the building 
workers active in the recent strike are threatened with 
conspiracy charges, three men have recently been found 
guilty of sedition, inciting British troops in Northern Ireland 
to disaffect, the Scottish miners were prosecuted under the 


laws relating to ‘unlawful assembley, rout and riot’. 
The present wave of strikes against the Freeze makes 


it likely that the Emergency Powers Act will again be 
put into effect. With this further illegalisation of 
struggles and the increased determination of the 

State to destroy opposition to it, it will become more 
and more necessary to defend political militants against 
the State. 


It is in this total context that the trials of the Stoke New- 
ington Five must be considered. The conduct of the 
police during the investigatiof, the charges that were 

| brought, against them, the sentences they received were 
all shaped‘and determined by these processes. They add 
up to the fact that these were political trials and they are 
political prisoners. 


WE DEMAND THEIR RELEASE 
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STOKE NEWINGTON FIVE SOLIDARITY COMMITTEE 


The Stoke Newington Five Solidarity Committee has 
been initially founded by some of the people who were 
acquitted with the full support of those convicted, their 
parents and friends. 


Our intentions are: 

1. To publish literature to inform people of the full facts 
of the investigation, the trials and the sentences and to 
campaign for the release of the five. 

2. To continue to hold public meetings and demonstrations 
particularily around the appeals. 

3. T o raise money to support the campaign and to help 
with legal fees, books and other expenses of the 

those convicted. We are working closely with a Welfare 
Committee which has been set up to take care of the 
welfare of the five while they are in prison. Money is 
urgently needed by both Committees. 

4. To coordinate individuals and organisations who are 


prepared to support the campaign for the release of 
five 


If you would like to support this campaign please 
write to the following address} 


The Secretary, 
Stoke Newington Five Solidarity 


Committee, 
54, Harcombe Rd, 


London N.I6. 


